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FIDENTIAL

26 January 1961

I
MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Gentral Intelligence ™ ¢35
supJrcT © Reinvestigation of Employeces
REFERENCE : Memo to the Deputy Director of Central

Intelligence from the Director of Security
dated 30 November 1960

o bam inaccord with the Proposal presenied Ly the
Office of becurity for reinvestigation of cioployces. However, |
amoconcerncd with the method in which this proposal is placed
on the record at Lhis Lime, inasmuch us the Apency has given the
impression thal this has been our practice since the subimission
ol Lhe Doobittle Reporl of October Eod9% 50 Yau will vecall Lhad
dmong the recommendations of Lhis reporl was one Lo Lhe elfecl
thal the Agency devise a system to insure that all cimployees were
re-checked at least once every five years. 'The Agency agreed
with this recormmendation and when the President's Board of
Consultants wias cstablished in Junua ry 1956, we repotied to Lthem
thal such a procedure was now in effect.  The wording ol this
memo would make it appear that we are only now, some f{ive years
‘ater, devising such a procedure.

. 2. I concur with all of {he plan presented in paragraph 2
ol the referenced memo, although | would not make it mandatory
that a polygraph be given in cach case. In fact, | would suggest
that the polygraph be used only if there is evidence which needs to
be clarified by such cxamination, Fu.rl;hcrrnorc, l believe that

‘t should be a policy in most, if not in all mstances, senior employeces,,

female employees and others on whom there is no new informatiofi
developed by name checks, ete., be excluded from the polypraph.

3. Parapraph 2.7, gives Lhe impression that there js
securily information in the files of the Dircctor of Personned,
Director of Tra ining and the Chief of Medical Staft, | was under
the impression that all securily information was kept in the Security
Office and that the files of these other offices would contain ex-
clusively suitability information. Further, I question the wisdom of
circulating outside of the Sccurity Office iists of namcs of employces
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being reinvestigated.  Perhaps it would be better if officers of
the Sceurity Office went to these offices and personally checked
the [iles rather than having them reviewed by non-sccurily
personncl.

4. Finally, I concur with the comment of the DD/S

which would suggest that the Office of Security absorb all of the
additional cosl of this program. '

25X1A

{f;,yrrmn B. Kirkpatrick

inspector General
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